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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments filed on 9/19/2006 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. 

Examiner respectfully disagrees with applicant's assertion on Page 1 1 of the 
remarks, "Holmes does not have a handset that is in communication with wireless 
phone via WPAN". Holmes does have a handset (item 110 in Figure 5) that is in 
connection with wireless phone (item 127 in Figure 5; Col. 6, lines 57-65) via WPAN ( 
"Bluetooth-enabled device", Col. 6, line 59). Items 110 and 127 are both Bluetooth 
enabled devices and therefore, the handset could communicate with wireless phone via 
WPAN. 

Examiner respectfully disagrees with applicant's assertion on Page 11 of the 
remarks, "Thus nowhere does Holmes teach or suggest or make obvious initiating a 
communications session, wherein communications session spans from the handset to a 
remote communication device using a WPAN communications link, and out from the 
remote communications device using a cellular link". Holmes teaches a wireless 
telephone (Col. 6, lines 57-65) that can communicate with the handset (item 1 10 in 
Figure 5) to remote communication device using a WPAN communications link (items 
112 and 127 are Bluetooth enabled), and out from the remote communications device 
using a cellular link (since the remote communications device is a Bluetooth enabled 
wireless phone, it can communicate with the other cellular communication devices). 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

This application currently names joint inventors. In considering patentability of 

the claims under 35 U.S.C. 103(a), the examiner presumes that the subject matter of 

the various claims was commonly owned at the time any inventions covered therein 

were made absent any evidence to the contrary. Applicant is advised of the obligation 

under 37 CFR 1.56 to point out the inventor and invention dates of each claim that was 

not commonly owned at the time a later invention was made in order for the examiner to 

consider the applicability of 35 U.S.C. 103(c) and potential 35 U.S.C. 102(e), (f) or (g) 

prior art under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). 

Claims 1-3, 7-12, and 16-18 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Holmes et al. (hereinafter Holmes) (US 6,636,749) in view of 
Lilja et al. (hereinafter Lilja) (US 5,991 ,640). 

Regarding claim 1, Holmes teaches a method, comprising: providing a handset 
(item 1 10 in Figure 2) coupled to interface with a docking station (item 104 in Figure 2), 
wherein the docking station is integrated within a vehicle ("coupling with a vehicle", 
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Abstract); initiating a communications session, wherein the communications session 
spans from the handset to a remote communications device (item 127 in Figure 5; Col. 
6, lines 57-60) using a WPAN communications link (Blue tooth module 106 in Figure 2; 
Col. 6, line 61), and out from the remote communications device using a cellular link 
(item 127 in Figure 6; Col. 6, lines 60-65); the remote communication device translating 
between the WPAN communications link and the cellular link (item 127 in Figure 6; 
Col. 6, lines 57-65); if the handset is in the docked condition, the handset routing an 
audio component through the docking station (item 106 in Figure 1; Col. 8, lines 18- 
33); and if the handset is in the undocked condition, the handset routing the audio 
component through the handset (item 106 in Figure 5; Col. 8, lines 59-65; also the 
handset is able to communicate through the remote communication device 127). 

Holmes fails to teach the handset determining one of a docked condition and an 
undocked condition. However, Lilja teaches in an analogous art, the handset 
determining one of a docked condition and an undocked condition (Col. 3, lines 17-21). 
Therefore, it would be obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time invention to 
have the handset determining one of a docked condition and an undocked condition. 
With this modification Holmes could initiate a communication through the docking 
station if the handset is in the docked condition (to get superior quality compared to the 
wireless phone alone, since the hands-free car kit takes advantage of the vehicles pre- 
existing audio or stereo systems, speakers) and through the handset if the handset is in 
the undocked condition (to get privacy; US 7099706). Further, this modification makes 
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the system very user friendly by reducing the number of operations to be performed by 
the operator of the vehicle. 

Regarding claim 2, Holmes in view of Lilja teaches all the particulars of the claim 
1. Holmes further teaches wherein the WPAN communications link utilizes a Bluetooth 
communications protocol (Col. 6, lines 25-27). 

Regarding claim 3, Holmes in view of Lilja teaches all the particulars of the claim 
1 . Holmes further teaches the handset discovering and coupling to the remote 
communications device (item 127 in Figure 5) using the, WPAN communications (item 
106 in Figure 5, Col. 6, lines 57-62) link. 

Regarding claim 7, Holmes in view of Lilja teaches all the particulars of the claim 
1. Holmes further teaches, initiating the communications session using a human 
interface element on the handset (Col. 4, lines 41-47). 

Regarding claim 8, Holmes in view of Lilja teaches all the particulars of the claim 
1. Holmes further teaches, initiating the communications session using the handset 
(Col. 4, lines 41-47). 

Regarding claim 9, Holmes in view of Lilja teaches all the particulars of the claim 
1. Holmes further teaches, initiating the communications session comprises the handset 
receiving a communication session request from the remote communications device 
(Col. 4, lines 41-47). 

Regarding claim 10, Holmes teaches a handset (item 1 10 in Figure 2) coupled to 
interface with a docking station integrated within a vehicle, comprising a computer- 
readable medium containing computer instructions for instructing a processor to 
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perform a method of controlling a communications session, the instructions comprising 
(Col. 3, lines 46-65): initiating the communications session, wherein the 
communications session spans from the handset to a remote communications device 
using a WPAN communications link (Bluetooth module 106 in Figure 5; item 127 is a 
Bluetooth device, Col. 6, lines 60-65) and out from the remote communications device 
using a cellular link (Col. 6, lines 60-65); the remote communication device translating 
between the WPAN communications link and the cellular link (item 127 in Figure 6; 
Col. 6, lines 57-65); if the handset is in the docked condition, the handset routing an 
audio component through the docking station (item 106 in Figure 1 , Col. 8, lines 18- 
33); and if the handset is in the undocked condition, the handset routing the audio 
component through the handset (item 106 in Figure 5; Col. 8, lines 59-62). 

Holmes fails to teach the handset determining one of a docked condition and an 
undocked condition. However, Lilja teaches in an analogous art, the handset 
determining one of a docked condition and an undocked condition (Col. 3, lines 17-21). 
Therefore, it would be obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time invention to 
have the handset determining one of a docked condition and an undocked condition. 
This modification makes the system very user friendly by reducing the number of 
operations to be performed by the operator of the vehicle. 

Regarding claim 11, Holmes in view of Lilja teaches all the particulars of the 

claim 10. Holmes further teaches wherein the WPAN communications link utilizes a 

Bluetooth communications protocol (Col. 6, lines 25-27). 
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Regarding claim 12, Holmes in view of Lilja teaches all the particulars of the 
claim 10. Holmes further teaches the handset discovering and coupling to the remote 
communications device (item 127 in Figure 5) using the, WPAN communications (item 
106 in Figure 5, Col. 6, lines 57-62) link. 

Regarding claim 16, Holmes in view of Lilja teaches all the particulars of the 
claim 10. Holmes further teaches, initiating the communications session using a human 
interface element on the handset (Col. 4, lines 41-47). 

Regarding claim 17, Holmes in view of Lilja teaches all the particulars of the 
claim 10. Holmes further teaches, initiating the communications session using the 
handset (Col. 4, lines 41-47). 

Regarding claim 18, Holmes in view of Lilja teaches all the particulars of the 
claim 10. Holmes further teaches, initiating the communications session comprises the 
handset receiving a communications session request from the remote communications 
device (Col. 4, lines 41-47). 

Claims 5,6,14 and 15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Holmes in view of Lilja and further in view of Huh et al. 
(hereinafter Huh) (US 2003/0008680). 

Regarding claim 5, Holmes in view of Lilja teaches all the particulars of the claim 
1. Neither Holmes nor Lilja teaches the handset is in the docked condition, initiating the 
communications session via voice recognition algorithm in one of the docking station 
and the handset. However, Huh teaches the handset is in the docked condition, 
initiating the communications session via voice recognition algorithm in one of the 
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docking station and the handset (Abstract, lines 15-18; Paragraph [0055], lines 23-26). 
Therefore, it would have been further obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of invention to have the process of initiating the communications session via voice 
recognition algorithm in one of the docking station and the handset. This modification 
makes the handset a truly hands-free car kit and also provides a user-friendly access to 
the handset. 

Regarding claim 6, Holmes in view of Lilja teaches all the particulars of the claim 
1. Neither Holmes nor Lilja teaches the handset is in the docked condition, one of the 
docking station and the handset executing a noise reduction algorithm during the 
communications session. However, Huh teaches the handset is in the docked condition, 
one of the docking station and the handset executing a noise reduction algorithm during 
the communications session (Paragraph [0014], lines 5-10, Paragraph [0072], lines 42- 
47). Therefore, it would have been further obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time of invention to have the handset is in the docked condition, one of the docking 
station and the handset executing a noise reduction algorithm during the 
communications session. This modification improves the quality of the audio signals. 

Regarding claim 14, Holmes in view of Lilja teaches all the particulars of the 
claim 10. Neither Holmes nor Lilja teaches the handset is in the docked condition, 
initiating the communications session via voice recognition algorithm in one of the 
docking station and the handset. However, Huh teaches the handset is in the docked 
condition, initiating the communications session via voice recognition algorithm in one of 
the docking station and the handset (Abstract, lines 15-18; Paragraph [0055], lines 23- 
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26). This modification makes the handset a truly hands-free car kit and also provides a 
user-friendly access to the handset. 

Regarding claim 15, Holmes in view of Lilja teaches all the particulars of the 
claim 10. Neither Holmes nor Lilja teaches the handset is in the docked condition, one 
of the docking station and the handset executing a noise reduction algorithm during the 
communications session. However, Huh teaches the handset is in the docked condition, 
one of the docking station and the handset executing a noise reduction algorithm during 
the communications session (Paragraph [0014], lines 5-10, Paragraph [0072], lines 42- 
47). This modification improves the quality of the audio signals. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Muthuswamy G. Manoharan whose telephone number 
is 571-272-5515. The examiner can normally be reached on 7:30AM-4:30PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Eng George can be reached on 571-272-7495. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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